Erratum to “A cohesive zone model for fatigue crack growth allowing for crack retardation” [International Journal of Solids and Structures 46 (2009) 2453–2462]  by Ural, Ani et al.
International Journal of Solids and Structures 46 (2009) 3503Contents lists available at ScienceDirect
International Journal of Solids and Structures
journal homepage: www.elsevier .com/locate / i jsols t rErrartum
Erratum to ‘‘A cohesive zone model for fatigue crack growth allowing for crack
retardation” [International Journal of Solids and Structures 46 (2009) 2453–2462]
Ani Ural a, Venkat R. Krishnan b, Katerina D. Papoulia c,*
aDepartment of Mechanical Engineering, Villanova University, 800 Lancaster Avenue, Villanova, PA 19085, USA
bDepartment of Theoretical and Applied Mechanics, 217 Kimball Hall, Cornell University, Ithaca, NY 14853, USA
cDepartment of Civil and Environmental Engineering, University of Waterloo, Waterloo, Ont., Canada N2L 3G1
The publisher regrets that errors were made to Fig. 2 in the above article. The correct ﬁgure and caption appear below.0020-7683/$ - see front matter  2009 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
doi:10.1016/j.ijsolstr.2009.05.005
DOI of original article: 10.1016/j.ijsolstr.2009.01.031.
* Corresponding author. Tel.: +1 519 888 4567.
E-mail addresses: ani.ural@villanova.edu (A. Ural), vk67@cornell.edu (V.R. Krishnan), papoulia@uwaterloo.ca (K.D. Papoulia).
O δ
T
A
B
C
D
E
Fig. 2. Schematic representation of the proposed cohesive traction–separation relationship. Initial loading occurs along the envelope with zero damage along OA and damage
increase along AB. No change in damage occurs during the unloading path BC; damage decreases during unloading from C to O; no damage change takes place during
reloading along OD; damage starts increasing after the threshold at D; reloading results in reduction of capacity (traction at E is lower than traction at B).
